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A BADGER DIES - - PREDATOR CONTROL LEGISLATION NEEDS YOUR HELP 
EUR NEEDS YOUR HELP 


Ladies and gentlemen, there is presently resting uneasily in the committees 
of Congress a very important piece of legislation which if and when passed will 
not only insure the saving of many lives of our animal friends from death in its 
most distasteful form but will also be a new high mark in ecological maturity for 
Federal legislation. 


The several bills that have been introduced and a brief background demon- 
strating the dire need for passage of this legislation is in the succeeding pages 
of the "Defenders of Wildlife" information circular attached, which the "Defenders" 
have so generously forwarded to us without charge so that we could include this 
information in this copy of the "Conservationist". You will note that the infor- 
mation circular is dated May 12%, but all of the information in this circular is 


still current and your opportunity to help in this cause is not yet passed. 


We can add only that because of the determined efforts and persistence of 
Representative John D. Dingell, of Michigan, of introducing and re-introducing this 
legislation, now designated as H.R. 4159, several changes have taken place within 
the Branch of Predator and Rodent Control. We feel that these changes have been 
effected by the Department of the Interior, of which the Branch of Predator and 
Rodent Control is an agency, because of pressure against and exposure of the 
disastrously unsound control practices of the Branch. 


There is considerable pressure against Mr. Dingell's bill and those bills 
of his colleagues from misguided special interest groups whose interests are not 
seriously at stake but whose opposition to the legislation is real. We do not 
feel that the recent administrative changes made inside the Branch would have 
occurred without the legislative efforts of Mr. Dingell, other legislators and 
Conservation groups. Further, we do not feel that the corrective measures thus 
far taken within the Branch are nearly sufficient or adequately stable. To our 
knowledge at this writing, these changes are: 1) the replacement of the Chief 
of the Branch; 2) the name of the Branch has been changed from the "Branch of 
Predator and Rodent Control" to the “Division of Wildlife Services". 


These changes, although improvements, are superficial and entirely unsatis- 
factory when compared with the broad, reorientation, reorganization and redirec- 
tion of the Branch on sound ecological values, proposed by Mr. Dingell's bill, 
H.R. 4159. This le islation cries out for your support and all the information 


necessary for you to give help is found on the last page of the "Defenders" 
circular. 


PLEASE SEE THE LAST PAGE FOR INFORMATION ABOUT THE SANCTUARY TEA AND SALE 
DON'T FORGET THE NEXT FILM SERIES PROGRAM - DECEMBER 11%, 2:00 PM "AN ISLAND IN TIME" 


“PREDATOR CONTROL” LEGISLATION 


As of May 12, 1965 


Representative John D. Dingell of Michigan accompanied his original bill to establish a national policy and program with 
respect to wild predatory mammals, and for other purposes, in the past Congress, with the following remarks in the House of 
Representatives. H.R. 4159, 89th Congress, is identical to his earlier bill. 


PREDATORS CONSTITUTE AN 
IMPORTANT AND VALUABLE PART 
OF OUR WILDLIFE HERITAGE: 


(Mr. DINGELL (at the request of Mr. Boggs) was given 
permission to extend his remarks at this point in the RECORD 
and to include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, the large carnivorous mammals 
commonly called predators constitute an important and valuable 
part of our wildlife heritage. I speak of such animals as the 
mountain lion; the wolf and its smaller cousin, the coyote; the 
bears, the lynx, and the bobcat. Some of these magnificent 
animals are almost gone due to the civilization of the wilderness 
habitat upon which they depend and to needless persecution 
that resulted from a misunderstanding of their role in nature. 

The true wolf is virtually gone in all the States except Alaska. 
The mountain lion, or “cougar,” and the grizzly bear are now 
so rare as to require nearly complete protection if they are to 
be kept among America's living wildlife. Fortunately some of 
these large carnivores, as important to science and human culture 
in North America as the lion and the leopard are in Africa, still 
survive in some of the national parks and forests of the West 
where good management practices should be able to keep them. 

The coyote and the bobcat are quite widely distributed and 
are in no danger of extirpation except perhaps in parts of their 
range. These animals not only play an important ecological 
role in helping keep the prolific rodents in check, but they also 
have high recreational value, providing sport for many hunters 
who like to pursue them. 

There was a time when the destruction of predators was 
thought to be a way to wild game abundance, but this idea has 
been thoroughly exploded by modern wildlife research. It is 
now recognized that natural predation actually plays a beneficial 
role in maintaining the health of such species as the deer, 
rabbits, and the game birds, weeding the diseased and unfit from 
the game populations. The more progresssive of the State game 
departments have now abandoned predator-control practices as 
needless and wasteful. 

I believe no Member of Congress has worked harder than I 
have in support of the conservation programs of the US. Fish 
and Wildlife Service. Wildlife is an invaluable resource that 
all too often comes out on the short end in the never-ending 
competition for the development and exploitation of the lands 
and waters of our Nation. This is because the decisions are 
often made on an economic basis, and it is difficult to ascribe 
dollar value to the intangible benefits derived by people from 
the recreational and esthetic enjoyment of wildlife, not to men- 
tion the vital ecological role played by wild animals of all kinds 
in maintaining the health of the land. 


There is one area, however, in which the policies and practices 
of the Fish and Wildlife Service are hopelessly behind the times. 
This is not necessarily strange, because Government policies 
often lag behind scientific discoveries and the evolution of 
social values. I refer to the predator control program presently 
carried out by the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. This 
program has been permitted to grow beyond the bounds of any 
demonstrable need largely by default, because it has not been 
publicly challenged nor carefully examined by the Congress. At 
present there are more than 600 Government trappers in the 
Western States engaged in widespread poisoning and other in- 
discriminate methods. Such methods tend to decimate whole 
populations of predators, encourage the explosion of rodents 
and other pest animals, and adversely affect other valuable 
species. 

No one questions that depredations on domestic livestock do 
occur, but it has also been demonstrated that such depredations 
can be most effectively prevented by selective methods which 
eliminate the individual predators that are doing the damage, 
and not by indiscriminate, mass-control methods. 

I have today introduced a bill to establish an up-to-date 
Federal policy with respect to the conservation and control of 
the predatory mammals, and to convert the existing program 
gradually to a more effective and more economical system that 
would utilize a few highly trained specialists to instruct and 
assist the ranchers in eliminating the guilty “rogue” animals in 
cases where depredations actually occur. Such a system has been 
tried and proven on a statewide basis in Missouri and Kansas 
and on a local basis in other areas. 

My bill, not unimportantly, would save some $2 million in 
Federal appropriations annually. This is money which could 
well be devoted to constructive conservation measures. 

lam pleased to note that Secretary of the Interior Udall, who 
is always alert to conservaticn opportunities and invariably in 
step with the times, has asked a committee of leading wildlife 
scientists to review the predator and rodent control program as 
carried on in the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. The 
study panel is headed by the distinguished Dr. A. Starker 
Leopold of the University of California. Its other members are 
Dr. Ira N. Gabrielson, president of the Wildlife Management 
Institute; Mr. Thomas Kimball, executive director, the National 
Wildlife Federation; Dr. Clarence Cottam, director of the 
Welder Wildlife Foundation of Sinton, Tex., and Dr. Stanley 
Cain, head of The Conservation Department of the University 
of Michigan. Secretary Udall could not have selected a more 
capable group, and I am looking forward eagerly to see their 
report. 


(Defenders of Wildlife Information Circular, May 1965) 


Federal Predator Control 


Badger in a trap, caught by bis left front foot. The ditch 
be is in was dug by him with the one free front foot in 
an effort to escape. 


The same Badger, but taken from further back to show the tremendous “donut” this animal has dug with his one free 


front foot in an effort to escape the steel trap. He obviously did not dig this circular ditch overnight, so must have been 
many days in this trap. 


PHOTOS TAKEN BY ED PARK, FEBRUARY 25, 1958 IN THE SOUTHWEST PART OF CROOK COUNTY, OREGON 
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89TH CONGRESS 
lst SESSION 


H. R. 4159 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FEBRUARY 2, 1965 


Mr. DINGELL introduced the following bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries 

A BILL 
To establish a national policy and program with respect 
to wild predatory mammals, and for other purposes. 


1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
3 That it is the policy of the Congress to recognize that the 
4 wolf, the coyote, the mountain lion, the lynx, the bobcat, 
5 the several species of bear, and other large, wild carnivores 
6 native to North Americaand commonly known as predatory 
7 mammals, are among the wildlife resources of interest and 
8 value to the people of the United States, and that the Sec- 
9 retary of the Interior, through the United States Fish and 
10 Wildlife Service, is authorized to engage in the conserva- 
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1 tion and, when necessary © prevent damage to domestic 
2 livestock, the control of such predatory mammals. 

3 gc, 2. There is hereby authorized to be established 
4 in each regional office of the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
5 Wildlife the position of extension mammal control agent 
6 who, upon the request of the duly authorized wildlife 
7 agency of any State within the region, shall provide advice 
8 and demonstrations to State-employed specialists in methods 
9 of instructing farmers and ranchers, or their agents, in 
10 techniques of preventing depredations by wild predatory 
11 mammals on domestic livestock and in techniques of trap- 
12 ping the individual mammals causing depredations on do- 
13 mestic livestock. Any control methods used, demonstrated, 
14 or advocated by the extension mammal control agents shall 
15 be in compliance with applicable Federal and State laws 
16. relating-to-the-taking, of-wildlife: 

17 Src. 3. As of July 1, 1967, and thereafter, the number 
18 of extension mammal control agents and other persons em- 
19 ployed in the United States Fish and Wildlife Service, or 
20 in any bureau of branch thereof, to engage in or assist, 
either directly or indirectly, the trapping or other control 
of predatory mammals shall not exceed six persons. Biolo- 
3 gists or other personnel employed within the wildlife re- 
4 search branch of the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife 
5 to investigate the biology or ecology of predatory mammals, 
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or to develop control methods less likely t0 endanger valua- 
ble wildlife than the methods now in use or practiced in the 
past, shall not be counted against the foregoing limitation. 
4 xc, 4. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
5 for the purposes of this Act not co exceed $105,000 for the 
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6 fiscal year ending June 30, 1968, and for each fiscal 

7 year thereafter through and including the fiscal year ending 

8 June 30, 1972. The Secretary of the Interior is directed, 

9 during the period from the effective date of this Act until the 
10 close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1967, to make such 
11 reorganizations, reductions, and adjustments in the predator- 
12 control programs of the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wild- 
13 life as are necessary to prepare for the implementation of 
14 this Act. 


OE 


ELR. 7433 (Mr. John P. Saylor of Pennsylvania) : 
Introduced April 13, 1965, and referred to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. Identical to H.R. 4159. 


HR. 7464 (Mr. Silvio O. Conte of Massachusetts) : 

Introduced April 14, 1965, with extension of remarks, and 
referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Identical to H-R. 4159. 


A PROGRAM WITH RESPECT 
TO WILD PREDATORY MAMMALS 


(Mr. CONTE (at the request of Mr, WYDLER) was granted 
permission to extend his remarks at this point in the RECORD 
and to include extraneous matter.) 

Mr. CONTE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of my 
colleagues to a bill which I have introduced to establish a 
national policy and program with respect to wild predatory 
mammals such as the wolf, the mountain lion, the lynx, the 
bobcat, several species of bear, and other large wild carnivores 
animals native to North America. My bill is identical to one 
which was introduced earlier this session by the gentleman 
from Michigan, Congressman DINGELL. 

Mr. Speaker, during the 87th Congress I introduced a House 
resolution calling for the establishment of a Special Committee 
on Predator Control. I was prompted to do so by my concern 
for the seemingly wholesale and indiscriminate slaughter of 
these native American animals under the guise of protection 
of domestic animals and agricultural crops. This concern was 
shared by many conservation organizations in this country. The 
state of-affairs inthis -area~was such that following the intro- 
duction of my bill, Secretary Udall called upon a blue ribbon 
group under the leadership of A- Starker Leopold to investigate 
the question of predator and rodent control in the areas under 
his jurisdiction; namely, the Branch of Predator and Rodent 
Control. 

On March 9, 1964, the Advisory Board on Wildlife Manage- 
ment, as this group was named, transmitted to the Secretary its 
report. This report has since became known 4s the Leopold 
report. Mr. Speaker, I would like to quote the first paragraph 
of the two paragraph summary of this report. The paragraph 
states that: 

Federal responsibility for minimizing animal damage is 
properly assigned to the Fish and Wildlife Service. But the 
program of animal control, under the Branch of Predator and 
Rodent Control, has become an end in itself and no longer is 
a balanced component of an overall scheme of wildlife hus- 
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bandry and management. In the opinion of this board, far 
more animals are being killed than would be required for 
effective protection of livestock, agricultural crops, wildland 
resources, and human health. This unnecessary destruction is 
further augmented by State, county, and individual endeavor. 
The Federal Government, it would seem, should be setting an 
example in the proper scientific management of all wildlife 
resources, with a view to total public interest and welfare. 
Instead, the Branch of Predator and Rodent Control has devel- 
oped into a semiautonomous bureaucracy whose function in 
many localities bears scant relationship to real need and less 
still to scientific management. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill which I have introduced today would 
be a first step in the right direction. It would be a first step 
in the creation of such an overall scheme as is mentioned in 
the Leopold report, but it would not infringe upon the pre- 
rogatives of the Secretary of the Interior who, as we all know, 
has shown such admirable commonsense in matters such as these. 


Speaking as an avid hunter who has long recognized the 
necessity of marshaling our natural resources and who has long 
advocated a sensible conservation policy by all groups, I strongly 
urge that my colleagues support this necessary legislation. 

The bill calls upon the Secretary of the Interior to make such 
reorganizations, reductions, and adjustments in the predatory 
control programs of the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife 
as are necessary to prepare for the implementation of this Act. 

It also states that the policy of this Congress is to recognize 
that the wolf, the coyote, the mountain lion, the lynx, the 
bobcat, the several species of bear, and other large, wild car- 
nivores native to North America and commonly known as 
predatory mammals, are among the wildlife resources of interest 
and value to the people of the United States, and that the 
Secretary of the Interior, through the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, is authorized to engage in the conservation and, when 
necessary to prevent damage to domestic livestock, the control 
of such predatory mammals. 


H.R. 7744 (Mrs. Martha Griffiths of Michigan): 


Introduced April 29, 1965, and referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Similar but not identical to H.R. 4159. 


To line 16 on page 2 of bill has been added “and no such method shall include the use of poison.” The entire sentence now 
reads: “Any control methods used, demonstrated, or advocated by the extension mammal control agents shall be in compliance with 
applicable Federal and State laws relating to the taking of wildlife and no such method shall include the use of poison.” 


Your communications regarding H.R. 4159, H.R. 7433, H.R. 7464, H.R. 7744, should be sent to the Representatives listed 
below, and to your own Congressmen. Address them at House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 20515. 


Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 


Democrats 
Herbert C. Bonner, of North Carolina, 
Chairman 
Edward A. Garmatz, of Maryland 
Leonor Kretzer (Mrs, John B.) Sullivan, 
of Missouri 
T. Ashton Thompson, of Louisiana 
Frank M. Clark, of Pennsylvania 
John D. Dingell, of Michigan 
Alton Lennon, of North Carolina 
Thomas N. Downing, of Virginia 
Bob Casey, of Texas 


James A, Byrne, of Pennsylvania 
Harlan Hagen, of California 

Edith Green, of Oregon 

Paul G. Rogers, of Florida 

Frank A. Stubblefield, of Kentucky 
John M. Murphy, of New York 
Jacob H. Gilbert, of New York 

J. Russell Tuten, of Georgia 
William L. St. Onge, of Connecticut 
John G, Dow, of New York 
Raymond F. Clevenger, of Michigan 


Republicans 
Thomas L. Ashley, of Ohio 
William S, Mailliard, of California 
Thomas M. Pelly, of Washington 
Stanley R. Tupper, of Maine 
Charles A. Mosher, of Ohio 
James R. Grover, Jr., of New York 
Rogers C. B. Morton, of Maryland 
Hastings Keith, of Massachusetts 
Jack Edwards, of Alabama 
G. Robert Watkins, of Pennsylvania 
Ed Reinecke, of California 


S. 1952 (Mr. Long of Missouri, for himself, Mr. Douglas, Mrs. Neuberger, and Mr. Randolph) : 
Introduced May 12, 1965, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. Identical to H.R. 4159. 


Your communications regarding S. 1952 should be sent to the Senators listed below, and to your own Senators. Address them 
at Senate Office Building, Washington, D, C. 20510. 


Democrats 


Warren G. Magnuson, of Washington, 
Chairman 

John O. Pastore, of Rhode Island 

A. S. Mike Monroney, of Oklahoma 

Frank J. Lausche, of Ohio 

E. L. Bartlett, of Alaska 


Committee on Commerce 


Vance Hartke, of Indiana 

Gale W. McGee, of Wyoming 
Philip A. Hart, of Michigan 
Howard W. Cannon, of Nevada 
Daniel B. Brewster, of Maryland 
Maurine B. Neuberger, of Oregon 
Ross Bass, of Tennessee 


Republicans 
Norris Cotton, of New Hampshire 
Thruston B, Morton, of Kentucky 
Hugh Scott, of Pennsylvania 
‘Winston L, Prouty, of Vermont 
James B. Pearson, of Kansas 
Peter H. Dominick, of Colorado 
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CHRISTMAS TEA AND SALE 


for the benefit of 
THE PE{UOT-SEPOS WILDLIFE SANCTUARY, INC. 


Friday, December 3rd Saturday, December 4th 
11:00 AM to 6:00 PM 2:00 PM to 5:00 PM 


GIFTS FOR MEN, WOMEN AND CHILDREN 
TABLE AND HOUSE DECORATIONS 
FCOD 
ORDERS TAKEN FOR WREATHS, SPRAYS GREENS, HOLLY 


COFFEE 11:00 AM TEA AND WASSAIL BOWL 3:00 PM 
Friday only Friday and Saturday 


TICKETS - 75¢ (Children under 12, free) 


Unusual and original gifts for all the family; decorations 
for your holiday table and for the house in general; festive 
food of all sorts; beautifully decorated (or plain) wreaths 
and sprays made to your order; assorted greens may be 
ordered as may heavily-berried English holly grown in 
Oregon. (Orders may also be made with Mrs. Cole at 536- 


8798.) 


e There will be coffee, tea and wassail bowl for the adults; 
fruit punch for the young. All are welcome. Come and do 
your Christmas Shopping early. 


Non-Profit Org. 
U. S. Postage 

PAIS . 
Mystic, Conn.®) 


{ Permit No. 37 , 
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Robert F. Kunz, Editor Tel. 536-9777 


HOW SHOULD WE REACT TO THE MYSTERY OF QUIAMBAUG COVE 


About one mile distant from the Pequot-sepos Wildlife Sanctuary the Town of 
Stonington by its officials and citizenry is coming to grips with a crisis of con- 
flicting land use desires. 


A contractor proposes to build for an unidentified client an industrial plant 
in a residential area. Already the ‘contractor has had the local zoning commission 
rezone the proposed site from residential to industrial. This are was zoned re- 
sidential at the time of enactment of zoning on the basis of recommendations of a 
professional planning consultant only four years before. 


The local press has published reports that the industry will extract magnesium 
from the salt water. The contractor has and does refuse to identify the client, 
alledgedly for competitive reasons. It has therefore been impossible for the pub- 
lic to form an opinion based’ upon facts. The contractor claims no pollution will 
result but yet the rumor is that he will apply for a permit from the Connecticut 
Water Resources Commission for permission to pollute the waters of Long Island 
Sound. : 


What position is intelligent under such a set of circumstances? Should one 
wait and see? Should one trust the judgement of a few public officials who admit 
to having knowledge of the mystery client and say they believe the operation will 
be safe? Since most of the essential facts are NOT available what should we do? 
It is submitted that one sensible and certainly.safe attitude would be to assume 
that there must be strong motivation for keeping the facts from the public. If the 
alledged reason is accurate, i.e. competitive need, then is this a type of marginal 
Operation which the community should allow? If the.competitive condition is so weak 
is it not likely that such an industry will adopt the most inexpensive and cheap 
methods of operation regardless of consequences to our natural resources? 


Secrecy, in addition, can only cause one to give more weight to reports of 
consequences of similar operations elsewhere since we have no way of knowing whether 
this operation will be like those used elsewhere. We have heard of a magnesium ex- 
tracting plant on the Atlantic Coast which has and is causing wholesale destruction 
to the vegetation up to one mile away. Recall that the Sanctuary property itself is 
about a mile from this mystery plant. The existing plant was allowed to be put into 
operation during World War II by the owner of the land who was -pressured by our 
Government. The owner has regretted the decision but the die was cast and so the 
destructive operation was allowed and apparently still goes on. This mystery plant 
may have a radically different mode of operation or it may not even extract 


(continued on page 2) 
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MYSTERY OF QUIAMBAUG COVE (continued) 
Magnesium. We just do not know. Let us, however, ask ourselves this question. 

Tf one did have a client whose-dperatien-aight.cause this type of destruction, 

would he be condemned among his business colleagues for a little bit of stretching 
of the truth? Locally we have another industry which before it was allowed to 

come in said it would not produce any offensive odors. .Anyone who ‘has driven by 
that pharmaceutical plant knows the odors are very noticable, yet there seems to be 
little or nothing those who must smell it day in and day out can do now to shut down 
the plant. 


We hope nothing of this sort will happen in Stonington, but the only sensible 
approach seems to prepare for the worst while we hope for the best. 


We all know that the tolerances of many species of wildlife, such as fish, 
birds, etc,, are narrow and when man tampers with the environment he often destroys 
the suitability of a habitat for many species of life. It may be that.the new con- 
ditions will be suitable for some other species but this is risking a'known condi- 
tion for an unknown. Such a risk should be justified by something more. than the 
corporate owner's desire for a profit or the doubtful result of shifting the local 
tax load five or ten cents per taxpayer per year, if that. 


If this mystery plant is to produce some type of socially desirable product 
which could not be produced elsewhere perhaps the change of habitat conditions 
should be risked and hope the results will not be too harmful. Change is the es- 
sence of life itself and no one can stop all change. However, is it sensible to 
imagine thet we can have the most desirable types of changes if the public is kept. 
in the dark? That is a despotic doctrine. Our government is supposed to be a 
democracy of, by and for the people and part of that concept is the belief that 
better decisions will be made when as many of the facts as possible are known by as 
many persons as are interested. F 


by Richard M. Bowers 
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4A_REPORT ON QUIAMBAUG FROM THE STONINGTON CITIZEN'S CONSERVATION COMMITTEE © 


In July, 1965, stories began appearing “in the local newspapers about a "mystery 
plant" to be located on the shorés of Quiambaug Cove in-Stonington. In order to 
construct this plant, it was necessary for’ Dorr-Oliver, acting as the agent for the 
anknown company, to apply for a zone change for 16.7 acres south of Route 1 on the 
west bank of the Cove, from residential A-4 and A-5 to manufacturing. Dorr-Oliver, 
Incorporated, of Stamford, is a firm specializing in the designing and manufacturing 
of heavy processing equipment. As agent for the unknown client, Dorr-Oliver has 
knowingly purchased outright, rather than buying an option pending change of zone, 
residentially zoned property in Stonington during March, 1965. 


The unknown company has to this day refused to identify-itself or its product or 
its method of manufacture to anyone in this area except the First Selectman of 
Stonington, who is sworn to secrecy for “competitive reasons." 


On August 17%, 1965, a public and heated hearing was held before the Stonington 
Planning and Zoning Commission on the application of Dorr-Oliver Inc. for a change of 
zone. Many of you attended and amny residents and taxpayers of Stonington spoke elo- 
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REPORT (continued) 


quently in protesting this change ~- 173 people in. fact registered their disapproval 
with the recording clerk at this meeting. Eight people spoke in favor of»the change, 
three of-them neither’residents nor taxpayers of Stonington. Mr. John Michener, 
speaking for Dorr-Oliver at the hearing, steadfastly refused to identify the client or 
its product, except tovsay that it would manufacture "chemicals of a pharmaceutical 
grade." Mr. Richard Corkey, attorney for Dorr-Oliver, tried to allay fears by stating 
that the client would abide by the Stonington zoning regulations. Attorney Joseph F. 


Regan of New London represented some residents opposed to the zone change at this 


hearing. 


Planning and zoning in Stonington is relatively new, 
voters at a public meeting in July, 1961. 

tions were voted, but a Plan of Development 
growth of the community - areas for industri 
ment were planned ahead. In this plan 


having been approved by the 
At this meeting, not only zoning regula- 
was adopted providing for the orderly 

al, commercial and residential develop- 

» it is clearly shown that the Quiambaug Cove 
area is to be developed residentially. In spite of the Town's Plan of Development, 
the Planning and Zoning Commission of the Town of Stonington voted 5-0 to approve the 
spot zone change requestéd by Dorr-Oliver. 


On September 24t, Mr. William Wise, Executive Director of the State Water Re- 
sources Commission, made a statement'in the New London DAY that the "mystery plant" 
would extract magnesium from sea water, Some preliminary discussions have apparently 
been held between Mr. Wise and Dorr-Oliver, but no formal application has been made to 
the State Water Resources Commission by the unknown firm to use the sea water at 
Quiambaug Cove. It was feared that application had been made at the timé that the 
Stonington Citizen's Conservation Committee placed advertisements in the two local 
newspapers pointing out the danger from the chemicals necessary to extract magnesium 
from sea water, i.e. chlorine gas and hydrochloric. acid, as well as the adverse ef- 


fects from blowing lime dust from the settling basins which kills the surrounding 
vegetation. 


On November 11%, The Hartford COURANT published an editorial which. stated in 
part - "It is seldom that there is such a dramatic juxtaposition of issues as now 
seems to be developing at Quiambaug Cove between Stonington and Mystic. This de- 
lightful body of water, thus far one of the few unpolluted coves in the state, still 
preserves its natural ecology. But now it is said to be the prospective site of a 
plant to produce magnesium from sea water. : 


According to those who oppose the erection.of this factory, its operations would 


dump 360,000 gallons of fresh water into the cove each day, and would otherwise dis- 
turb the delicate balance that exists in the still unpolluted cove. A few years ago 
this cove was designated as a wildlife refuge by the state. It is a tidal estuary, 
where fish and other forms of marine life are Spawned, where ducks and swans breed 


and are protected, where shellfish may still be taken - and finally, where children 
may still swim. | 


seeeeees This conflict of interest between the natural and the commercial comes 
at a time when the nation as a whole, and Connecticut in particular, are concerned 
about our despoiled natural resources, ! 


sete wanes | 
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prompt action in writing to the State 
Water Resources Commission voicing their objections to the plant and requesting a 


public hearing when and if application is made by the magnesium plant. Letters have 
also been sent to Mrs. Lyndon B. Johnson, Secretary of the Interior Udall, Senators 
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REPORT (continued) 


Dodd and Ribicoff, Representative St. Onge, Governor Dempsey, and Commissioner Gill 
of the State Agriculture and Natural Resources Commission, It has been learned that 
agencies of the Federal Government - Department of Health, Education and Welfare - 
are also interested in the possible pollution from a magnesium plant, but obviously 
action .cannot “be taken until the proposed plant makes an application. 


Unfortunately, it is now painfully clear that the only way to press the fight 
further is by appealing from the decision of the Stonington Planning and Zoning 
Commission. It must be proved that the Planning and Zoning Commission failed to 
allow the Town's Plan of Development, approved a "spot" zoning change, and denied the 
neighboring property: owners due process of law at the public hearing by refusing to 
divulge significant information about those requesting the zone change. 


Two weeks after the zoning hearing, Atty. Joseph F. Regan filed the initial 
complaint with 44 plaintiffs - residents of the Quiambaug area, Lords Point, Latimers 
Point, and Montauk Avenue. Since that time he has been joined by Atty. Francis J. 
McNamara, Jr. of the firm of Cummings and Lockwood of Stamford. This firm of out- 
standing reputation has considerable experience in zoning matters, and has represented 
similar groups in the Stamford, New Canaan and Darien areas, among others. The case 


yers will seek to amend the-complaint as nécessary to add the more than 300 property 
: Owners in the Town of Stonington, who have indicated a willingness to do SO, as plain- 
tiffs in this action. This necessary legal battle to reverse the change in zoning 
which leaves the Guiambaug area open for industrial development, whether or not Dorr- 
Oliver proceeds with its plans, can be long, perhaps 2 to 3 years, if appeals are 

made to the Connecticut Supreme Court of Errors, and expensive. 


Inquiries about the effort to preserve the Quiambaug Cove area may be directed 
to Stonington Citizen's Conservation Committee, P. OC. Box 126, Mystic, Conn. 


THE QUIET CRISIS OF. CONFLICTING LAND USES 


Stewart Udall, Secretary of the United States Department of the Interior, in 
his recent widely acclaimed book Quiet Crisis tells of the conservation problems of 
yester-year and predicts increasing problems in the future. The basic conflict as 
he rélates it is between the individual or corporation who can make a financial pro- 
fit, at least in the short run, by engaging in destructive practices, such as over- 
grazing of range land by cattle and Sheep, and the societal need for conservation of 
our natural resources. 


crisis over industrial and commercial use of land and water vs. residential use of 
land and water. From Many sources we hear that industrial and commercial areas are 
good fora community... One. should first ask in what sense are such areas good and 
when viewed in what time scale. The production of cattle and sheep was seemingly 
beneficial but with the wisdom of hindsight we now know that all that seemed good 
when viewed in the short run was not desirable for society when viewed in the long 
run. Destruction of our natural resources is caused sometimes slowly, undramatically 
but never-the-less steadily and surely as was the turtle's pace in a well-known 
children's fable. 


We in Southeastern Connecticut find that we have unfolding in our midst a quiet & 
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P) Industriel and commercial areas are seldom found to be 
living next door. Such areas nearly always have outside lig 

neighbors, are large traffic generators, 

which adversely affect the health and liv 


good neighbors by those 


cial areas pay in taxes more than equals the cost of 
town in which they are located. The "proof" of this 
be placed beyond reasonable doubt when it is pointed 
dren to educate from such areas, This pin-hole type of viwwing of cause and effect 
is not satisfactory. 

The cost of educating the next generation is a large part of the local tax bur- 
den but only a part. When the full picture is viewed one can conclude just as easily 
that such industrial and commercial areas cause an all-over tax loss to communities. 


and almost without exception one will note that the mor 
cialized a community becomes the higher is its tax rate 
areas truly are all-over tax assets in the total picture would not Boston or New York 
City with their huge industrial and commercial areas have the lowest tax rates rather 
than having the highest tax rates? To single out the education cost factor from all 


- If industrial and commercial 


however, the problem of who bears what 
of far less significance than the problem of wise use of our 
€ more complex yardstick of wise use of our natural 
cial areas should be evaluated. Our society has 


plans for a town are to be revised, 
large industrial or commercial enter 
fit which planning has as its purpos 
adjusts, not to individual pressures, 
capitalistic system are allowed to and 
make a profit above the wise or unwise 
us give any serious thought to abolishi 
faults and needs controls. 


use of our natural resources. Almost none of 
ng the profit motive. However, it does have 


For example, what happens to the industrial or commercial entrepreneur when his 

wastes contaminate the air or water around him? Is he penalized in some effective man- 

@mer? Except to the extent that a5 one of the public the owners also have lost the 
resource destroyed no penalty hardly ever results, 
damages are cumbersome, costly, slow, 
market-place concept of damages which provides little assistance 


t or sold at the market-place. For instance, 
eational swimming in front of 
ellfish beds become contami- 
uestions has been covered 


(continued on page 6) 


QUIET CRISIS (continued) 


by the legal maxim that these are 'damnum absque injuria' which in essence means the 
law does not have any remedy for this type-of destruction. 


As the increasing numbers in our society crowd together on the limited desirable 
land masses on this planet, like it or not, we must face the alternative of allowing 
more damnum absque injuria or having more governmental controls such as zoning and 
planning. Our forefathers had the alternative to pack up and resettle elsewhere when 
dissatisfied but this opportunity is much less available to our generation and will 
become increasingly less inviting for each succeeding generation if our population con- 
tinues to explode. California used to be Synonymous to living space and opportunity 
but those of us-who have been there or take time to read about its present condition 
realize that: there also, as in all other places, these same problems of conflicting 
land use; aré being faced. This is a problem from which we can not any longer run. 

The time is here, when those of us who are willing to‘pay a price to have a good 
place in which to live and play cannot move away but must do our best to have intel- 
ligent compromises made between the freedom of individuals to exploit our resources 
and the societal need to have our resources used wisely and moderately for the good 
of all including preserving as much as feasible for the next generation. Such is the 
message of Secretary Udall's Quiet Crisis. ris 


by Richard M. Bowers 
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FOLLOW-UP _ON PREDATOR CONTROL LEGISLATION HR 4159 


A date fora hearing on ER 4159 before the House Sub-Committee on Fisheries 
and Wildlife Conservation, a committee chaired by John D. Dingell, will soon be 
set. The results of this Sub-Committee hearing will be all important to the 
future of this badly needed legislation. 


When a hearing date is set we shall inform you so that you can take appro- 
priate action. In the meantime, please consult your November 1965 "Pequot 
Conservationist" for a review of this subject. You may address your support for 
this bill to Rep. -John D. Dingell and to your own State Representatives at the 
House Office Building, Washington, D.C. 20515, and to your State Senators (Thomas 


J. Dodd and Abraham Ribicoff) at the Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 
20510. 


The passage of this bill will be a new high mark for Federal legislation 
in the area of protection for our Wildlife Resources. It is important not only 
because it very well might prevent the extinction of certain. predator species 
in the United States but also because it sets a precedent of ecological under- 
standing in Federal Law. We hope you will take the time when the hearing date 
is set to support this legislation. For some species, later may be too late. 


a 


THE PEQUOT-SEPOS WILDLIFE SANCTUARY, INC. 
MYSTIC, CONN. 536-9777 


THE TR A eb SUL DB FILM SERIES 
FOR 
JANUARY - FEBRUARY - MARCH - APRIL 
1966 


These narrated color films will be shown on the Saturday afternoons and 
Thursday evenings noted below. In all cases they are scheduled each month 
either on the 2nd Saturday at 2:00 PM or on the lst Thursday at 8:00 PM and 
will be shown in the Sanctuary's Trailside Museum in Mystic, A question and 
answer period will follow each program. Twelve films have been scheduled for 
the entire Series. This is Announcement No. 2 to the métbership of the Film 
Series. 


Saturday, February 12% at 2:00 PM BEAVER VALLEY (35 min. film) 


This film shows birds, animals and fish in their native habitat, in the region 
of a beaver pond, including their courtship, house building and struggle for 
survival. This film is one of Walt Disney's True Life Adventure Series. 


Saturday, March 12% at 2:00 PM WONDERS IN A COUNTRY STREAM 
WONDERS IN YOUR OWN BACKYARD (both films = 20 min) 


These two companion films show first a boy and girl exploring a stream where 
they discover a baby turtle, a frog and pollywog, newts, caddis-fly nymph, dam- 
sel fly and water striders. Close-up photography shows the detail of these 
creatures well. The second film shows a boy and girl discovering such bits of 
life as the worm, spider, millipede, sow bug and snail in their own backyard. 


Thursday, April 7% at 8:00 PM MARSHLAND IS NOT WASTELAND 
MARSH WATERS - WASTE OR WEALTH (both films =40 min.) 


This excellent film shows the need for conservation, protection and preserva- 

tion of Tidal Basins. It depicts the results of unwise use. It show close-up 
shots of marine life and their dependence on the marshlands. The second film 

outlines factors to be considered in discussing the problem of marsh land and 

its relation to human welfare. It is an excellent portrayal of what is meant 

by wise conservation. 


Thursday, May 5 at 8:00 PM BIRD MIGRATION 
YOUR LIVING HERITAGE (both films = 30 mins.) 


Seasonal habits of migratory and non-migratory birds are shown. There are ani- 
mated drawings of migratory routes and excellent scenes of birds in their 
natural habitats. The second film shows a wide variety of wildlife: virgin 
forests, rushing streams, buffalos, flamingos, spoonbills, egrets, alligators, 
underwater animals and many other birds and animals now seriously threatened 
with extinction such as the Whooping Crane and California Condor. 


This Series is offered free to Sanctuary members. Non-member adults will be 
charged 50¢ and non-member children 25¢ per program. The Sanctuary reserves the 
right to make film substitutions if necessary. 


